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Letter from SHawqi Khatib in I!am’eh Gaol to a sym¬ 
pathiser in Britain, November loth 1973. 

Your letter touched me in the heart. Not only because of 
your sincerity but a so and specially because of the warm 
human understanding and solidarity that emanates from it. 

Sometime ago not only you but all the world didn’t know 
anything about us, the Palestinian people. Like you said— 
Israel was the Jewish Return foretold by the Bible. Then 
Israel was also the kibbutzim and the people “fighting for 
their own survival”. We, the Palestinian people, were in the 
eyes of ihe world, a number of refugees, some kind of victims 
of an illogical war. 

Today the world started to see that not everything is clean 
in the State of Israel. The world can see that there is a Pales¬ 
tinian people, a couple of millions, that lives today far from 
their country and some half million people that lives under 
Zionist national oppression. But even so, few are those that 
really understand the Zionism in all of its aspects, and in an 
extension, the real character of the Arab regimes. 

Under the cover of the Israeii-Arab battles there is a greater 
war—that of the exploited and oppressed against the rulers in 

the Middle Bast. 

The Zionism not only oppress the “Israeli Arabs” and the 
Palestinians. The same process, even if not at the same degree, 
occurs against the Jewish workers. 

I was one of those who tried and continue to try to organize 
the people in a long and hard revolutionary struggle against 
the Imperialism, the Zionism and the Aral 1 exploiters. My 
real great crime was that I thought and spoke about a socialist 
Jewish-Arab struggle against our oppressors. I was condemned 
10 years not because of my dialogues with Daud Turki, 
dialogues that ended in nothing and nothing was in them, i was 






condemned because they know that my way of thinking and 
the targets of my group—the Revolutionary Communist 
Alliance—are more dangerous to them than any war against 
Sadat or Ilussein. I was condemned because they knew they 
cannot break me or my friends. 

They could not condemne me because of my ideals—they 
don't want “political trials”. They want to maintain in the 
world (and also in Israel) the false impression that we live in a 
democratic and progressive society. 

Your letter makes me feel that their farce doesn’t work like 
years ago. It gives me support and forces to continue. 

Thank you, 

Shawqi Khatib 
Ramlehjail, 10/11/73 







Military occupation of any population must lead to the 
growth of resistance among the occupied people. In order to 
maintain the military occupation it is then necessary for 
repressive measures to be taken by the occupying power. In 
the territories it has occupied since 1967, Israel has had to take 
repressive measures against the people of Gaza, the West Bank 
of Iordan, Sinai, the Golan Heights and East Jerusalem. 
These include curfews, the blowing-up of houses, and arbitrary 
detention without trial, which have been documented else¬ 
where. 1 

The impression given in the West of the seven years of its 
military rule in the Occupied Territories, suggests diat Israel’s 
rule lias been benevolent ami exemplary. This is not the case. 
Besides the measures mentioned above, Israel has constantly 
practised torture. Authoritative reports on the torture of 
Arabs under Israeli rule have been published by The Red 

Cross (1968), The United Nations (1970), Amnesty Inter¬ 
national (1970), The Jerusalem Committee (1970), The 
Israeli League for Human and Civil Rights (1970). 2 

Convictions in Israeli courts are often based on a signed 
confession by the accused without corroborative evidence—on 
the argument that producing corroboration would involve 
revealing intelligence informants. Interrogators are therefore 
tempted to extract confessions by any means they see fit. 

It is usually difficult to win the sympathy o: Western 
observers in the case of maltreatment of prisoners who have 
been convicted of a crime of violence because such mistreat¬ 
ment can be post facto justified on the grounds that the 
prisoner was guilty—even though his conviction may only 

1 Israeli League for Human and Civil Rights (The Shahak Papers ). Edited by Adnan 
Amad (Beirut, 19731. 

2 International Commission of the Red Cross Report on Nablus Prison , February 1968, 
International Commission of the Red Cross Report on Jericho Prison , May 1968; 

Report of the Special Working Group of Experts established under Resolution 6 (xxv) of 
the Commission on Human Rights (published by the United Nations Economic and 
Social Council, February 1970); 

Torture of Arabs under Israeli Rule , Report by the Jerusalem Committee, London, 

1970; 

Report on the Treatment of Certain Prisoners under Interrogation in Israel , Amnesty 
International, London, 1970; 

Memorandum of the League on Conditions in the Occupied Territories , I srael League for 
Human and Civil Rights, Tel Aviv, Israel, 1970. 














have been secured through a confession extracted by torture. 
Convictions secured on the basis of confessions must therefore 
be regarded with suspicion. 

A very recent example of such treatment is given in a 
statement issued in February 1974 by The Israeli League for 
I luman and Civil Rights, which tells of two Arabs arrested in 
January, who “disappeared” and were tortured by the security 
authorities. However, they refused to confess to any crime or 
sign any document incriminating themselves. At the time of 
writing, they were still under arrest and have not been brought 

to trial (see Appendix). 

In the case of the State of Israel, this political oppression is 
exercised not only in the Occupied Territories but has been 
practised continually since 1948 within Israel itself. The 
creation of the State of Israel in 1948 was the deliberate 
fulfilment of the intention to establish an explicitly Jewish 
state. The Zionist ideal of an exclusively Jewish state extends 
to the official immigration policy of Israel (The Law of Return 
1950) whereby any Jew of the world has the automatic right 
upon migration to receive Israeli citizenship. This right is (of 
course) denied to the indigenous population of Palestine who 
fled from the war in terror and became refugees. The remaining 
non-Jewish (predominantly Arab) population of Israel, 
whether Israeli citizens or not, are inevitably alienated from 
Israeli-Jewish society by the in-built discriminatory foundation 
of die state, legally defined as a Jewish State. These people are 
third-class citizens simply because they are not Jewish. Not 
only are the Arabs within Israel harassed by the authorities 
under the Defence Regulations (1945b but those who speak 
up for or pursue the goal of a secular democratic state which 
would make no distinctions among its citizens on the grounds 
of race or religion, are particularly subject to brutal repression. 

In 1973 a series of political trials known as “the spy ring 
trials” took place in Israel. The State accused “The Red 
Front” 3 of conspiring to establish an armed underground 

# A splinter of the Revolutionary Communist Alliance-Struggle (which in turn 

originated as a splinter group from the Israeli Socialist Organisation— 

Matzpen). 


resistance in Israel proper. This time however the State 
decided to prosecute members of the radical Israeli anti- 
Zionist (Jewish) left—outside the “Red Front”- on the 
grounds of having relevant information and not reporting it 
to the authorities. One of these, Rami Livneh, is the son of a 
Communist Party member of the Israeli Parliament (Knesset). 
The case of Livneh has received some publicity in the Western 
press. However, the case of Shawqi Khatib—also an Israeli 
citizen, but an Aral)—has received less publicity. The charges 
against Khatib and his convictions are presented below. 

Khatib was sentenced to io years’ imprisonment on 
charges brough against him on the evidence of his 
confession which, he alleges, was extracted under 
torture. 

It must be recognised that conclusive evidence of torture is 
difficult to obtain, but in this case there is not only a vivid 
description of the treatment he received during interrogation 
in a letter from his lawyer, Felicia Langer, but also corrobora¬ 
tive evidence from Rami Livneh. In his defence speech Livneh 
said that Khatib was tortured in order to make him (Livneh) 
confess: 

I'lie ciiarge presented against me is based on false con¬ 
fessions, extracted through mean extortion. After nine 
days of investigation, which were full of beatings and 
throughout which I defended my right not to make any 
declarations but in Court, they took my friend, who is as 
close to me as a brother could be, and tortured him with 
electricity and cold showers, and simply announced to 
me hat they would not stop until I was ready to talk”. 4 

It should be noted that Khatib was not accused of using 
violence, but of joining an organisation which allegedly 
planned acts of violence, although no acts of violence were 
committed (the organisation never became operational). 

Such cases of torture are not untypical in Israel. The 
Israeli League for Human and Civil Rights is continually 
issuing statements complaining ol torture ol detainees in 
Israeli prisons. This is an inevitable consequence ol the exist- 

4 Translation published in Peace News , 3 August 1973* 





















ence of a State which by its very nature cannot guarantee 
equal status to all its citizens. Ii is for this reason that these 
documents concerning the case of Shawqi Khalib are being 
published, to display the reality of what Zionism has meant to 
the Palestinians and will continue to mean, until such time as 
a political system is established in which Israeli-Jews and 
Palestinian-Arabs can live together on equal civil anci political 

terms. 


DOCUMENT ONE 


The treatment of Shawqi Khatib during his interroga¬ 
tion 

The following letter from Felicia Langer, who defended 
Shawqi Khatib, to Police Officer Sasson at Nazareth, was 
published in Hebrew by Struggle . 5 It has been translated into 
English by XJri Davis. 


To: Police Officer Sasson 
Department of Special 
Assignments 
Nazareth 


Felicia Langer (Advocate) 

J erusalem, 14 Koresh Street 
Gad Building, Entry 4 
fel 23332 


26/1/73 
Dear Sir, 

Re Complaint concerning the interrogation of Shawqi Khatib. 

On 25th January 1973 I interviewed at the Yagur detention 
gaol, the detainee Shawqi Khatib, after he had submitted to 
me a signed power of attorney, a matter which he had wanted 
to do for some time. I have heard severe complaints from my 
client concerning the torture winch, according o his state¬ 
ment, oe has undergone during interrogation; namely: 

On the fourth day o his detention, December 8th 1972, or 
thereabout his interrogators brought into the room to which 
my client had been taken, an electric cable, coloured white, as 
well as a club similar to a tennis racket. His interrogators, 
whose names my client does not know, undressed him and 
began touching his testicles with the cable. The cable was not 
connected but they said to him “We will castrate you and 
someone else will sleep with your wife”. (I note here that the 
term ‘sleep with’ is my own. The interrogators used a dirty 
word which the paper will not tolerate.) 


6 On torture [and] prisons , in Hebrew. 








After that his interrogators allowed him to dress and began 
beating his head with Hie club. He received about thirn of 
these blows. While he was seated in a chair the interrogators, 
one on either side of him, began pulling his hair near his ears, 
his temples and his brow. After some time they ordered him to 
undress again and said to each other “Go ahead, connect the 
cable to the electricity. We shou ! d castrate this son of a bitch. 
We have already found who will sleep with his wife in his 
stead' 5 . However the cable was not connected and Shawqi was 
again allowed to dress. His interrogators then began to shower 
him with punches all over his body. The interrogation was 
conducted by a number of interrogators simultaneously, all of 
them in civilian clothing, one of them nicknamed Al u Jamil 
or Abu Issam, the nicknames being changed so that my client 
could not know whether the nickname was the regular nickname 
of a specific interrogator. 

On December 26th 1972, after the detention of Rami 
Livneh, my client claims that the period of maltreatment 
began once more. I le was again interrogated, and the interro¬ 
gators pulled him by the hair while he was seated in a chair, 
lifting him up from the chair in this manner. 

On one occasion, he cannot recall the date, his interrogators 
hit him on the head widi a short club to the point where lie 
thought he was fainting, while one of his interrogators held him 
up to prevent him from dropping. 

After tlre detention of Rami, tire interrogators brought my 
client, who was then detained at Acre, to Yagur, in order to 
persuade Rami Livneh to submit a confession to his interro¬ 
gators. Having failed to do so he was returned to Acre. During 
this period my client was punched and kicked daily. 

During the first week oi January, or thereabout, the interro¬ 
gators put my client in a cell with Rami Livneh. This was 
probably in the Yagur gaol. (One evening between 1900 an* 
2000 hours he was taken for interrogation. The interrogators 
undressed him, and placed him under a shower, opening the 
tap from which cold water showered down on my client. After¬ 
wards he was taken to a room where the interrogators blind¬ 
folded him and undressed him. He felt them attach something 
like sticking-plaster to his feet. As a result of this he was 










suddenly taken by spasms, his body shaking all over, his 
mouth wide open as il he wanted to scream but could not, and 
his mouih was also hit by painful spasms. My client believes 

that this was a shock caused by electricity. 

This form of torture, including the cold shower, was repeated 
three times that night, according to my client, while die in¬ 
terrogators told my client that they would continue this until 
Rami Livneh agreed to speak. During the interrogation, w hen 
my client tried to protest to his interrogators about w'hat they 
were doing they replied, “We are your Knesset, your judges 
and your God”. If )ne ot them took a piece of paper, rushed it 
into the waste-paper basket, and said to my client “This is the 

law, as far as I am concerned”. 

My client has been threatened that he would be harmed if 
he opened his mouth or complained about what has happriw d. 
My client still suffers today from pains in the chest as a result 
of the cold he contracted when the cold w^ater was showered on 

him. 

I am turning to your honour as the person responsible for 
the interrogation of my client and request that you investigate 

his serious complaint without delay. 

Needless to say this cruel form of interrogation, described by 
my client, is a serious violation of elementary human rights and 
makes a mockery of every law and custom concerning the 
interrogation of a suspect by the police, when he is 'tally 
helpless. 

Awaiting your response as soon as possible, 

Yours sincerely, 

Felicia Langer. 

Felicia Langer did not receive a reply to this letter, nor w'as 
any formal investigation launched by the police. 

A further statement on this was published by Felicia Langer, 
who also defended Rami Livneh, in Ha’aretz Supplement on 
2 February 1973: 

“Rami claimed to me, in a meeting we had in Yagur 
prison, that they had beaten him with fist-blows on his face, 
spat in his face, and beaten him ail over his body. I iis head was 
knocked against the wall, lie was stripped naked. His friend 

















Shawqi Khatib was brought to his cell. Rami was told that his 
friend would be tortured until lie, Rami, would speak. This 
was done three times. At the end Rami spoke and gave a 
declaration under this pressure. He wanted to keep silent 
until the beginning of the case in court, and this is the legal 
right of every citizen, but when he heard how they had tor¬ 
tured his friend, Shawqi Khatib, he broke down and spoke.” 


DOCUMENT TWO 


Summary of the prosecution case against Shawqi 
Khatib 

I'he defendant Shawqi Khatib was charged on two counts 
under the Defence Regulations (1945) and three counts under 
the Law of Punishable O fences ' security of the state, foreign 
relations and official secrets) (1957). The prosecution stated 
that Khatib 

1) Is a citizen and resident of Israel, a abourer, and lives in 
Deir 1 [anna. 

2) That he was invited to a Matzpen convention in wiiich 
Arabs and Jews participated and that lie met Daud Turqi 6 
there. 

3) After a conversation with Turqi he accepted an invitation 
to visit Turqi’s bookshop in Haifa. 

4) Two months later he came to the bookshop and there he 
met Subhi Naarani. “In this meeting Turqi informed the 
defendant that he proposed to discuss a certain matter without 
explaining its exact nature, but the defendant understood that 
what was being referred to was action against the security of 
the State.” 

5) “In another meeting [between the two] about two months 
after the first meeting, Turqi informed [the defendant] that he 
had already established a group of people under his leadership, 
the aim of which was the execution of terrorist activity in 
Israel. Turqi also informed the defendant that he was recruit¬ 
ing additional people to this organisation and suggested that 
he join the organisation.” After he had heard of the proposal 
the defendant consented to join the ranks of the organisation. 

6) One and a half months later he again met with Turqi who 

6 The deposition of Turqi has been printed in English in The Journal of Palestine 
Studies , vol. II, no. 4, Summer 1973, 144-150. 


told him that he would have to go to Turkey to meet the 
leaders of the organisation. At this time he did not respond to 
the suggestion, but wanted time to think it over. 

7) They met again and Turqi again proposed that lie go to 
Turkey. This time lie said that this would also be to be trained 
in the use of arms and explosives. lie assured him that there 
would be no problems concerning finances and (hey talkec 
about preparing a passport. 

8) Sometime between 1970 and 1971 after joining the organisa¬ 
tion, Turqi told him to recruit more people to the organisation 
and after they joined he would be in charge of them; and 
indeed the defendant contacted a number of people, residents 
of the State, suggested that they join, met them in their homes, 
and reported to Turqi the details of the contacts, who in turn 
asked him to keep it secret and not to reveal the names of 
those recruited because of the clandestine nature of the issue. 

9) “The Organisation which the defendant joined and the 
framework in which he has acted and to which, he has rendered 
service constitutes a forbidden association (heretoafter called 
‘the association') which in its activities recommends, 
incites and encourages the objectives and the undertakings of 
defeating the present regime in Israel, and this by means of 
the use of force and violence, incitement of hostility towards 
the Israeli Government, destroying or damaging its property, 
and acts of sabotage and terror directed against the Govern¬ 
ment of Israel or against its employees.” 

10 j“ In agreeing to accept Turqi’s proposals to join the organis¬ 
ation and to act within its ranks, knowing its objectives, (he 
defendant (hereby conspired with the said Turqi to carry out 
an act that constitutes aiding the enemy in its said objective, 
and he also conspired with him to commit an act that con¬ 
sumes a breach of the sovereignty of the State of Israel with 
the intention of damaging the sovereignty of the State.” 

1 1) “On the dates and the places wherein the defendant met 
Turqi in 1 he framework of the activity of this organisation as 
detailed a oove, the defendant knew that Turqi was conspiring 
to violate ihe law, and in fact vio'atei 1 the law against damaging 
the sovereignty of the State and aiding the enemy in its war 
againsi Israel, by the intention to commit the above violations, 




which are violations of the Law of Punishable O .Fences 
(security of the state, foreign relations, and oilicial secrets) 

( 1 957)? f° r which the maximum penalty is death or life im¬ 
prisonment. Nevertheless the defendant did not reasonably act 
to prevent the carrying out of these violations, their completion, 
and their consequences, by informing the police or any other 
authorised body, thereby covering up for the perpetrator of 
the above offences.” 



DOCUMENT THREE 

Conviction and sentence 

The first defendant [Shawqi K1 tatib ] was convicted on four 
counts, two of them in violation of the Defence Regulations 

( 1 945)> namely: 

Membership and being active in an illegal organisation, 
manifesting intention against section 10 of the Israeli State 
Security Law and covering up a violation of section 5A of the 
above named law. 

As stated, this defendant has confessed and has been con¬ 
victed by his confession. lie lias prior convictions, the most 
serious of which is a security violation for which he was sen¬ 
tenced to seven years in jail. The defendant joined Turqi’s 
organisation shortly after his release from jail. The defence 
noted on behalf of the defendant a number of facts which it 
considered to be mitigating circumstances. These are that the 
defendant met Turqi only twice and that after he joined the 
organisaiion he refused to go abroad for training, although 
Turqi pressed him to do so, that he did not know die objectives 
of the organisation, that he told the police everything and 
expressed regret and that abou t one and a half years before his 
arrest he severed the contact with Turqi. The defence therefore 
requested diat part of the sentence be suspended. 1 iie defendant 
declared that he was indeed recruited by Turqi but left the 
organisation and severed all contacts with Turqi after his [the 
defendant’s] marriage. He expressed sorrow and regret and 
sought the mercy of the court. It should be noted immediately 
that the defendant, via his defence, has confessed to what was 
said in section 5 in the outline of the facts where it said that 
Turqi told the defendant of the objectives of the organisation, 
which were the execution of terrorist activities, and there is 


therefore no ground to the argument oh tile defence that the 
defendant did not know the objectives of the organisation. 
Also the defendant confessed to the recruiting of a number of 
members to the organisation, which arises out of section 8 of 
the outline of the facts. 

Noting the severity of the violations on which the defendant 
has been convicted and taking into account all the mitigating 
circumstances noted by the defence, mainly that eventually the 
defendant severed contact with Turqi and did not go abroad 
for training, we have decided to sentence him for all the 
violations of which he has been convicted to an overall term 
oh ten years in jail, beginning with the date of his arrest, 
December 16th 1972. We add that in this case the court is 
displaying leniency in that it is sentencing him to concurrent 
terms. 





APPENDIX 

To public opinion in Isra.cl and in the whole world 

On the 28th o 'January 1974, we appealed to you in a 
pre test, describing the oppression in th< < •mejnered territories. 
In that appeal, we mentioned the names oi ve men, who 
were arrested in Nablus (West Bank) and have then 

“disappeared”. 

Two of those, Wajdi Kamhawi and liassam Abdul ilazzak 

Amira, were “found” on 13.2.1974, by their lawyer, Mrs. 

Felicia Langer, and their families. We are publishing here 

what happened to them during the time they “disappeared”, 

as was related by them—in presence of their interrogators—to 

their lawyer and their families, on 13.2.1974. 

Wajdi Kamhawi, said that he was arrested and taken to 

Jenin prison. There, his interrogators began beating him and 

spitting into his mouth. The interrogators’ nicknames were 

‘Abu-Ali’ and ‘Abu El Rash Wajdi Kamhawi denied all the 

accusations which were attributed to him and oifered u> bring 
an alibi. After 4 days (without further interrogation), he was 
taken to a prison inside Israel, whose name he does not know, 
and there, his interrogation started again. He was stripped 
naked, and the same interrogators whom he had known in 
Jenin poured cold water on him. He was forced to drink water 
with salt, and was beaten. This treatment continued wiih 
intervals for 4 days, and he was then tak< n back to Jenin 

prison on 22.1.1974, and was not beaten again. 

bassam Abdul Razzak Amira, who is imprisoned in 1 h hi 
prison, said that he was first taken to Jenin ] 1 011, where his 

interrogator whose name lie does not know, began to beat 
m, and forced a stick into his mouth. 1 aen he was stripped 
naked, cold water was poured on him, and in this position, 




with his hands in handcuffs, his interrogators had put a stick 
between his handcuffs and twisted it. He showed his lawyer th< 
wounds and the scars on his hands, which are on parallel 
places on both hands. After this, he was transferred into a 
prison inside Israel, whose name he does not know. There, he 
was again stripped naked and put under a shower of cold water, 
once about every half an hour. He was made to cuink sad 
water and got only very little potable water. Time and again, 
his interrogators were plastering his naked body in snow 
(instead of the shower). Ai - r some time, he was transferred 
back to Jenin prison, then to Ramallah prison, and then to 
Hebron prison. On the nig!it win brought i dion 

prise n, he was ordered to take of ! his shirt ai d his shoes, and 
was left in that state for some time—lie thinks an hour—-in the 
snow, in the prison courtyard. He was taken from tlu re into 
the interrogation room, where the interrogators—about five 
of them—began to slap his face, asking him meanwhile whose 
slap was warmer. He was then put into punishment < ell for an 
interval oft! days, and was then uk' n to mu logat.on <.gmm 
1 is hands were tied behind his back, he was made to sit on a 
( 11ciir, with his tied hands being held on the seat of another 
» hair. One oi the interrogators kicked him in his belly, in that 
position, while the second put his shoe into his mouth. Bassam 
Abdul Razzak Amira asked mercy of his interrogators, in the 
name of their children and God, but he was answered with 

laughter that there was no God in that place. 

All that time, and until 13. 2 . 1974, lie could not walk 
because of the wounds 011 lus legs. Nevertheless, he was held in 
solitary confinement, without being permitted to wash o to 

change his clothes. 

11 T e want to emphasize that in spite of everything, neither Wajdi 
Kamhawi nor Bassam Abdul Razzh Amira, confessed to anything, and 

they continued in their refusal to sign any document. 

We add that, in the meantime, we have heard about two 

more people who nave disappeared in the conqueied tcni- 
tories: Josep! 1 Nasser, the ownc an publi>her of the 11 
Alfajer, of East-Jerusalem, and Abdallah Abu-Sariani, of 
Nablus, who was arrested on a Nablus street on 18.12.1973, 
and “disappeared” since. 




We appeal, again, to the public opinion in Israel and in the 
whole world, to protest against those actions, as well as ali 
arbitrary actions which are contrary to human rights. 

We ask from you all to publish your protest, and also to 
send it to the person who is responsible, on behalf of the Israeli 
government, for the conquered territories: Mr. Moshe Dayan, 
Minister of Security. 

We ask you likewise to send protests to the Secretary General 
of the U.N., Mr. Kurt Waldheim. 

The Israeli League for Human & Civil Rights 
P.O. Box 14192$ Tel Aviv, Israel. 

I 7.2.i974 


. ... he was answered 

with laughter that there was no 

God in that place . . . 
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